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PEEFACE. 



TTTHEN, last Spring, the Editor of the Contem- 
^ ^ porary Review requested me to reply to 
articles on Old Testament Criticism by Canons 
Cheyne and Driver, I instantly availed myself of 
the precious opportunity, and stated, in the April 
number of the Review, the grounds of belief in the 
Mosaic Authorship of the Five Books of the Law. 
Thereupon I received many requests, some from 
prominent members of the Church of England, to 
republish the article for popular distribution. But, 
from its assuming prior knowledge of the positions of 
the Development Critics, my article seemed to me 
unsuitable for popular use. On an invitation, how- 
ever, to read a paper on the Higher Criticism of the 
Old Testament before the Evangelical Alliance at 
its meeting at Manchester, I kept the aim of subse- 
quent publication distinctly in view. The following 
pages are an expansion of the paper read. And 
I trust that, by studied avoidance of all technical 
and scholastic matters, these pages may be fitted to 
give not unimportant information to all readers 
interested in the momentous question treated. 

ALFRED CAVE. 

Hackney College^ 

London^ N.W. 
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THE 

BATTLE OF THE STANDPOE^TS. 



THE OLD TESTAMENT AND THE HIGHER 
CRITICISM. 



IITTRODUCTORY. 

IN closing his contribution to the notorious Eesays 
and Reviews, Mr. Mark Pattison gave utterance to 
a reflection of the profoundest moment. " Whoever/^ 
said Mr. Pattison, " would take the religious litera- 
ture of the present day as a whole, and endeavour to 
make out clearly on what basis Revelation is sup- 
posed by it to rest, whether on Authority, on the 
Inward Light, on Reason, on Self-evidencing Scrip- 
ture, or on the combination of the four, or of some 
of them, and in what proportions, would probably 
find out that he had undertaken a perplexing but 
not altogether profitless inquiry." The aphorism 
is important. The great intellectual struggles of 
the modern world are essentially Battles over 
Standpoints. 
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The most serious intellectual struggles of to-day, 
I repeat, are battles over standpoints. 

Trace, that is to say, the stupendous, the ap- 
parently irreconcilable, divisions among religious 
thinkers of every name to their origin, and these 
divisions show themselves to originate in differences 
of view as to the source of human knowledge of the 
Divine. The Rationalist, for example, differs from 
the Mystic, the Protestant from the Romanist, the 
Theist from the Agnostic, and, not to multiply in- 
stances, the Buddhist from the Mahometan; never- 
theless, pursue these ramifying branches of opinion 
to their root, and they are all seen to proceed from 
initial differences of view as to the source of reve- 
lation. Indeed, men of diverse creeds are mostly 
what they are, and mostly believe what they do, 
because of fundamental differences of view; some 
finding a solid foundation, as they think, for their 
religious convictions in an infallible man, and some 
in an infallible church, and some in an infallible 
book, and some in infallible reason, and some in an 
infallible spiritual insight, and some in a skilfully 
concocted compound of these elementary infalli- 
bilities. 

To blink these divergences of principle is becom- 
ing, in the controversial atmosphere of our time, 
increasingly difficult. Hence the Battle of the Stand- 
points. Such a battle is inevitable. Convictions 
being so various upon so fundamental a question as 
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the sources of man's knowledge of the Divine, how 
can we hope for anything else for awhile but conflict 
as dire as protracted ? 

Nay, should not the Battle of the Standpoints he 
welcomed by all earnest seekers after truth ? How 
shall intellectual repose be attained except as the 
reward of victoiy in a combat fought d Voutrance ? 
If the middle walls of partition between faith and 
faith, and sect and sect, are ever to fall, is it not a 
prime necessity of our intelligence that we settle — in 
cool blood if possible, but at any rate that we settle 
— what Dr. Martineau has called " the Seat of Au- 
thority in Religion ? " Alas, that in the churches of 
Christ civil war is inevitable ! However, loyalty to 
Christ itself demands that we lay not aside the wea- 
pons of warfare imtil the mere pretenders to supreme 
authority are disclosed. There can be no real union 
where there is not union in principle. There can be 
no other than a false peace where there is not union 
in principle. And is it not evident that he best 
advances the reunion of Christendom who assists 
Christian people of many names to a common belief 
upon matters of principle ? 

Moreover, that the great Battle of the Standpoints 
cannot be postponed, bow clearly the literary activity 
of the last twelve months demonstrates ! For recall 
for a moment what various solutions of this funda- 
mental problem (as to the sources of revelation and 
as to their relative value) have been offered to us: 

A 2 
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It is of this question — this question of principle — 
that Lux Mundi regally treats. It is upon this same 
question that Dr. Martineau's latest book argues. 
Then, in addition, yet other solutions are profiered 
by Dr. Dale's review of Dr. Martineau's work in 
the Contemporary, and by the Spectator's review of 
Dr. Dale's review. The Battle of the Standpoints is 
already joined. May the great Head of the Church 
overrule the civil war in His Church for the good 
of men ! 

I have so commenced what I have to say upon 
"The Old Testament and the Higher Criticism" 
because I fear lest the importance of the questions 
at issue be not clearly recognised. For some critics 
constantly represent critical questions as simply 
esoteric, as of interest purely to the scholar*, as of 
theoretical import rather than practical, as pertain- 
ing to the realm of sacred science and not to the 
domain of practical life.; nay, asja^ storm in a pro- 
fessor's teacup, or a dispute in a professional coterie. 
Be not deceived* What is done in these questions 
in the school, will reappear in the pulpit ; what is 
won by the expert will ere long pass to the populace. 
The fact is, that these questions as to the Higher 
Criticism present one phase of the gigantic Battle 
of the Standpoints. It is the far-reaching question 

♦ In practicjal illuBtration, let anyone read the results of Wellhausen*s 
theory of the Pentateuch, as embodied in Wellhausen's article " Israel " 
in vol. xiii. of the EneyclopcM^ia Britannica, edit. 9. 
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<is to the seat of supreme authority in religion which 
is agitated. Like the attack of Strauss, in his 
Mythical Theory of the Gospels ; like the attack 
of Baur, and his followers Zeller, Hilgenfeld, and 
Volkmar, in their criticism of the New Testament ; 
like the attack of Renan, in his naturalistic expla- 
nation of the life of our Lord ; like the attacks 
of the Essays and Reviews and Ecce Homo, the 
assaults of Colenso and Kuenen and Wellhausen 
are delivered against the central keep of Protestant* 
ism, the supreme authority of the Bible in matters 
ot* Religion. The recent attacks of the Higher 
Criticism upon the Old Testament do not concern 
simply some relatively unimportant bastion or trench, 
they are directed against the innermost fortress, 
where floats the Standard of Protestantism, the 
first article of which justly is, "The Divine Inspi- 
ration, Authority, and Sufficiency of the Holy 
Scriptures." 

You will do me the justice to believe that in so 
emphasizing the importance of the assaults of some 
of the Higher Critics upon the Old Testament, I do 
not wish in any way to prejudge the case. Of 
course, the theories of critics must be proved or 
disproved, vended or negatived, by critical methods. 
All that I have wished to suggest is that the 
seriousness of the issue should banish all indolence, 
should quicken all caution. Surely he who chal- 
lenges the title-deeds to our hearth and home should 
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expect even a dogged demand for the clearest de- 
monstration of his title to ownership. 

L 

Passing now, from these introductory matters, to 
the more detailed examination of the subject before 
us, the first point upon which I desire to touch is 
THE Legitimacy of the Higher Criticism. 

Answer the question as to what the Higher 
Criticism really is, and its legitimacy instantly 
follows. 

What, then, is the Higher CHtidsTn — ^what is its 
nature, what are its aims, what is its method ? 

Now observe, first, that this branch of Biblical 
science is not nearly so new as its name. The 
name is not a hundred years old; the science so 
designated is as old as careful study of the Bible 
by the Bible. Therefore is it so peculiar a mis- 
fortune that one school of Higher Critics have so 
often spoken of themselves as the only Higher 
Critics. The fact is that what is called the Higher 
Criticism to-day is simply the older Biblical Criticism 
under a new name ; is simply the long-known and 
familiar studies on "the genuineness and authen- 
ticity," as the phrase used to run, of the Scriptures. 
Paley's Horce Paulince, that most remarkable book 
of its remarkable author, was nothing but a contri- 
bution to the Higher Criticism ; so, very largely, was 
Home's well-known Introduction to the Critical 
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Study and Knowledge of the Holy Scriptures ; nay, 
a good deal that might be justly designated Higher 
Criticism might be culled from much more ancient 
times — from the writings of Luther and Calvin, and 
even from the writings of Eusebius, Augustine, 
and Jerome. The name certainly is comparatively 
modem, having been coined by Eichhom not a hun- 
dred years ago. 

Then, observe, secondly, that the ^^ Higher Critic 
cism " does not mean the ** Superior Criticism*' 
though so many appear to think it does. The 
" Higher " Critics are not the ** Better " Critics, as 
if they were gifted with a sort of genius in criti- 
cism, Nor are the utterances of the Higher Critics 
to be implicitly accepted, like the deliverances of a 
great painter on painting, or of a great poet on 
poetry. The Higher Critics claim to be scientists, 
not artists, and must be judged by the facts and 
arguments they adduce, not by their possession of 
superior faculty. " Higher Criticism " is a technical 
term ; and the origin of the technicality did not arise 
from Higher, as contrasted with Superior Criticism, 
but from Higher Criticism (as of language and con- 
tents) as contrasted with Lower Criticism (as of 
text). Eichhom, doubtless, would have been glad, 
when he undertook to recall the attention of German 
scholars to this important but neglected branch of 
Biblical study, to have retained the older name of 
Biblical Criticism ; but, when he wrote, the name 
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of il^blical Criticism was already in common use for 
another branch of Bible-study, The investigations 
of Morinus, Cappellus, Walton, Richard Simon, and 
. Kennicott in the Old Testament, and of John Mill, 
Bentley, Bengel, Wetstein, Griesbach, and others in 
the New Testament, had familiarised the age with 
those very important researches which concern the 
ascertainment of the actual original text of the Old 
. and New Testaments ; and, in Eichhom's time. 
Biblical Criticism had come mostly to mean what 
we now call Textual Criticism. Eichhom was com- 
pelled, therefore, to invent a name ; and, as the study 
of the contents of a book will always be considered 
a higher study than that of the words in which 
those contents are expressed, Eichhom called his re- 
suscitated line of research the " Higher Criticism," as 
contrasted with the research into the original texts, 
which relatively seemed to be " Lower Criticism." 

Then, observe, thirdly, that, as regards its nature, 
the Higher Criticism is nothing hut an examination 
of the language a/nd contents of the books of the BihUy 
with a view to determi/ne when they were written, 
And by whom they Were written, and how far what 
is written is valuable — more briefly, with a view to 
^determine their age, authors, and reiiahleness. More- 
over, the Higher Criticism is divided, as the older 
Biblical Criticism was also, into two sections. There 
is " Literary Criticism," which examines into the 
style in which the books of the Bible were written, 
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with a view to discover their date and their mode 
of writing (which is simply the older investigation 
into the Authenticity of the several books of Scrip- 
ture by means of internal evidence, as it was called) ; 
and there is " Historical Criticism," which examines 
into the historical value of the contents of the books 
of the Bible, with a view to discover their truth or 
falsity (which is simply the older investigation into 
the Genuineness of the several books of Scripture by 
means of internal evidence). 

And observe, fourthly, that comparison of Scrip- 
ture with Scripture is the instrument of discovery 
used by the Higher Criticism. The sole method ac- 
knowledged is comparison. By comparison the most 
rigorous conclusions are reached the most assured. 
Without fear,* without bias, without prejudice, the 
consistency of related facts is minutely tested. State- 
ments made at one moment are confronted with 
statements made at another; the implications of a 
statemgnt made in one place are confronted with the 
implications of statements made in other places. The 
subtle harmonies of truth are sought out with dili- 
gence, the latent contradictions of en-or are un- 
earthed with equal care. The glamour of great 
names, whether of advocates or opponents of ortho- 
doxy, is shut as far as possible from the eyes. All 
the powers of insight, and of experience, and of 

* Compare my Inspiration of the Old Testament Inductively con- 
Mdered, Snd edit., p. 28. 
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research, are brought to bear so as to unclothe 
appearance and to reveal reality, to penetrate false- 
hood and to disclose truth. Inconsistency of every 
kind, however recondite its hiding-place, is laid bare 
by the engines of the most watchful logic. In short, 
the Higher Criticism, whether it be Literary Criti- 
cism or Historical Criticism, whether it be, that is, 
rigorous investigation of literary style, or investiga- 
tion as rigorous of the historical facts asserted, is 
just a minute and thoroughgoing study in consist- 
ency. Of course, what is inconsistent is unreliable, 
and the Higher Criticism endeavours to ascertain, by 
the subtlest and most minute comparison, how far 
the books of the Bible are reliable, and, therefore, how 
best the books of the Bible may be understood. 

And observe, fifthly — I need not delay upon the 
point — that the sole object of the Higher Criticism 
is nothing else but this — the truest and best under- 
standing of the Bible. 

To recapitulate,- — the object, then, of the JEigher 
Criticism is the best understanding of Holy Scrip- 
ture ; its method is the comparison of Scripture with 
Scripture; and its nature is, by a thoroughgoing 
study of the data of language and fact afforded by 
Scripture, to decide the age, the author, and the 
reliableness of the several books of Scripture. 

Need I add, then, that such being the nature, 
method, and object of the Higher Criticism, the 
Higher Criticism is of course legitimate? Indeed, 
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as I have said elsewhere,* * Critical inquiry into the 
' Bible is absolutely necessary to any adequate under- 

* standing of the Bible. For what is criticism ? It 
' is inquiry by the critical method. And what is the 
' critical method ? It is the examination of the books 
' of the Bible by the same principles by which all 
' literature is studied; it is logic; it is the applica- 
' tion to the Law and Prophets (and Gospels and 
' Epistles) of that inductive method by which dis- 
' coveries innumerable have been made in all walks 
' of research. The critical method is the prosecution 
' of knowledge by, first, classifying facts, and next 
' reasoning from facts when classified. The man who 
' refuses to acknowledge the legitimacy of such a 
' method in the study of the Bible is no friend to the 
' Bible, and is, whether he knows it or not, either a 
' tyro or a traitor. For who will long believe where he 
' may not think ? and who will long think in fetters ? 
' Freedom, freedom to follow where thought leads, is 
' of the essence of thought; and thought, thought 

• regulated by its own laws, is of the essence of be- 
' lief. Now the so-called Higher Criticism of the 
' Bible is, in its idea, simply rational examination of 
' the Bible, an examination of the facts of the Bible 
' — its facts of literature and its facts of history, its 
' styles and its contents — ^by the aid of comparison 
' and inference. May such criticism number among 
' its life-long devotees an ever-increasing band of 

* Contemporary Review, April 1890, pp. 538, 539. 
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^ the most cultured and enthusiastic members of our 

* universities, and seminaries, and pulpits, and schools ! 
' • . . Is it not high time that so exquisite a literary 
' relic — ^to use very insufficient language indeed — 

* should be studied at least as carefully, and ration- 

* ally, and lovingly as the epics, and histories, and 
' philosophies of Greece and Rome ? For, monu- 
' mental as these are, do they not fall short of the 

* Biblical literature, in energy and in insight, in 
' speculation and in elevation, in simplicity and in 
' beauty, in humanity, in reflection of all things 

* Divine ? And how shall this splendid literature 

* be mastered but by criticism ? * 

The Higher Criticism is then, I say, legitimate, 
seeing that it is just the application to the study 
of the Bible of that method of research by which 
all accurate knowledge is obtained — the inductive 
method. 

11. 

I desire, next, to say a few words on the Gbeat 
Battle-fields of the Higher Criticism. 

The Higher Criticism being, then, nothing but 
the careful comparative study of the facts of the 
Bible, whether facts of expression or facts of con- 
tents, it is manifest that the whole of Scripture i§ 
tJte field of the Higher Criticism. There is not a 
book in the Bible, nor a part of a book, which 
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may not be brought beneath the concentrated gaze 
and the subtle comparison of the Higher Criticism, 
and just as conclusions of high importance have 
been already attained by this means, so indubitably 
couclusions of high importance will repay further 
research. In illustration, let m,e enumerate a few 
of the problems which await solution. Who wrote 
the Book of Joel, and when? Are the prophecies 
attributed to Zechariah contemporaneous or not? 
Who wrote the Books of Judges, Samuel, Kings 
and Chronicles, and how, and when? What can 
the Higher Criticism teach us concerning the authors 
of the Psalms and the Proverbs, both confessedly 
the product of more authors than one ? When was 
the Book of Job written, is it the product of an 
early or a late Old Testament writer? Or, turning 
to the New Testament, what can the Higher Criti- 
cism teach us concerning the relations between 
Matthew and Mark and Luke, or what settled 
conclusions can the Higher Criticism give us as 
to the age and author and reliableness of the 
Gospel of John, or what light can the Higher 
Criticism throw upon the date and writer and 
significance of the Book of Revelation ; or, again, 
what answers does the Higher Criticism suggest 
upon the many questions pertaining to the Pauline 
and the Catholic Epistles ? Such are a few only of 
the problems which press for solution. Further, in 
this branch of inquiry, as in most, final victory 
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can only be achieved after many a pitched battle 
between rival hypotheses. 

Upon one great victory^ however, which has been 
won, a few words should be said, because it affords 
a very instructive parallel to the modem attitude 
over the Pentateuch. A little more than forty years 
ago that great man (as we must call him, however 
we may diflTer from him), that fine and devoted 
scholar, Ferdinand Christian Baur, founded the so- 
called Tubingen School by the i)ublication of his 
Paulus, der Apostel Jesu Christi. Baur's labours 
were laboui-s in the Higher Criticism. Baur declared 
his criticism to be of a "purely historical character, 
although it is manifest to any modern reader that 
one great philosophical presupposition vitiates his 
whole investigations — Baur altogether disbelieved 
in the possibility of the miraculous. According to 
Baur's results, only five books of the New Testa- 
ment are indubitably Apostolic, viz., the Revelation, 
and the four Epistles of Paul — to the Eomans, 
Corinthians, and Galatians. To Baur the Acts of 
the Apostles was xmhistorical ; so was the Gospel of 
John ; and as for the books of the New Testament 
as a whole, they were written at intervals during 
the first two centuries of our era. Moreover, all the 
books of the New Testament, according to Baur, 
are an outcome of a great dispute in the Apostolic 
ranks, viz., of the rivalry between Petrinism and 
Paulinism, between Jewish Christians and Gentile 
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Christians. Of course I only state the theory in the 
most general of ways. However, thirty years ago 
this theory of Baur's, so far as its leading principles 
went, was the common theory in Germany; it was 
taught in the Universities ; it filtered down to the 
pulpit and the press, and was altogether the popular 
theory. Prominent English writers, too, advocated this 
Tubingen theory in English theological circles. . Men 
like Westcott and Lightfoot, the greatest New Testa- 
ment exegetes of this century amoiigst the English- 
speaking peoples, felt it imperative to bend all their 
forces upon combatting this theorj''. And where is 
the theory to-day ? Few scholars, even in Germany, 
avow it ; whilst for all practical purposes the theory 
is dead and buried, although its skeleton is occa- 
sionally exhibited in the class-room to point a moral, 
if not to adorn a tale. 

I have said that this Tubingen theory has a curious 
parallel. Let me draw it. Wellhausen is not so 
great a man as Baur. Wellhausen's labours are 
labours in the Higher Criticism. Wellhausen de- 
clares his criticism to be of a purely historical 
character, although it is manifest that one great 
presupposition vitiates his investigations — he dis- 
believes wholly in the possibility of the miraculous. 
According to his results. Genesis is unhistorical, and 
the remaining books of the Pentateuch were written 
piece-meal throughout centuries. Further, these 
books are an outcome of a great dispute in the 
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Jewish ranks, viz., the rivalry between Prophetism 
and Priestism. Of course I only state the theory 
in the most general of ways. However, to-day the 
theory of Wellhausen's, as far as its leading prin- 
ciples go, is the common theory in Germany; it is 
taught in the Universities ; it has filtered down to 
the pulpit and the press ; it is altogether the popular 
theory^ Prominent English writers, too, advocate 
this theory in English theological circles. Here for 
the present the parallel ends. But I venture to 
think that thirty years hence few scholars, even in 
Germanj^ will avow the theory, and that, as far as 
the intelligent public is concerned, they will regard 
the theory as practically dead and buried, although 
its skeleton, too, may occasionally serve a historical 
and moral use in the class-room. 

However, should this be but easy prophecy, the 
fact remains that, in the Providence of God, the 
great battle-grounds of the Higher Criticism just 
now are in. the Old Testament and not in the New. 
And the fields of combat are mainly three— the Five 
Books of Moses, the Book of Isaiah, and the Book 
of Daniel. For these are the three most prominent 
questions in the Higher Criticism at the moment, 
viz., whether the Pentateuch is of simple or compo- 
site structure, whether Isaiah is homogeneous, and 
whether Daniel was written in the Babylonian or 
Maccabean age. However, it is around the Penta- 
teuch question that the fight of the hour gathers 
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thickest; and, therefore, what more I have to say 
shall concern the Higher Criticism of the Pentateuch 
alone. 

III. 

I wish now to state the two Rival Theories 
UPON THE Authorship of the Pentateuch. 

As all critics are agreed, there is a remarkahle 
unity of plan in the Five Books of the Law. Iut 
deed, the critics of every school applaud the order 
and maix^h of these books, their literary finish, their 
luminous narrative, their recognition of the tinities 
of place and time and person, their manifest homo- 
geneity. But, although thus far agreed, the Higher 
Critics have not yet attained any unanimous convic- 
tion as to how this singleness of purpose which they 
acknowledge, this oneness of plan, this harmony of 
style, has been reached. Here the Higher Critics 
break into two great schools, the one of which ex- 
plains this literary unity by literary skill, and the 
other of which finds a readier explanation in literal 
fact simply told. The one school esteems the Pen- 
tateuch as a finished product of marvellous art, the 
other school as a plain record of marvellous fact 
Of course these two schools of critics have had their 
various phases ; but, interesting as these phases are 
as history, I concern myself with their latest aspects 
only. At the moment, two rival theories of the 
authorship of the Books of the Law occupy the 

B 



Digitized 



by Google 



18 The Battle of the Standpoints. 

field, which may not inappropriately be called the 
Journal Theory and the Development Theory of 
origin. 

According to the Journal Theory, the homogeneity 
of the Books of the Law, of all the books except 
Genesis that is, is ascribed to their being the un- 
varnished narrative of an eye-witness. Moses, in 
short, aided by scribes possibly, is supposed by this 
theory to havQ kept a Journal, thus preserving to 
after-times an accurate picture of his age. What 
took place, for example, at Sinai in the first year 
of the Wanderings, Moses wrote at Sinai ; and what 
took place in the last year of the Wanderings, in the 
steppes of Moab, Moses wrote in Moab. Further 
according to this theory, the four books of the Journal 
had, so to speak, a prologue and an epilogue. The 
prologue, our present Book of Genesis, was a history 
of the Divine dealings with men from the Creation 
to the. Death of Joseph, most probably compiled by 
Moses, like the Gospel of Luke, from the records, 
whether oral or written, of " eye-witnesses and mi- 
nisters of the word." The epilogue, manifestly added 
by a later hand, alludes with great brevity to the 
death of Moses. This Journal Theory certainly has 
the advantage of simplicity. 

According to the Development Theory, in the phase 
at pire^eiit dominant, the Pentateuch arose gradually, 
and took shape at different prominent periods of 
Jewish history. Li fact, according to this theory. 
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the Books of the Law disclose, on examination, three 
distinct strata, the first due to a writer of pronounced 
prophetical tendencies, the second due to the writer 
of the main part of Deuteronomy, and the third due 
to a writer of decided priestly tendencies. Techni- 
cally, the prophetical writer is called the Jehovist 
writer (because he has a preference for the name 
Jehovah for Deity), his work having combined and 
revised what had been written by both an Elohist 
writer (so called because of a preference for the 
name Elohim for Deity), and by an earlier Jehovist 
writer (so called because of a preference for the 
name Jehovah for Deity), or more briefly still, his 
work is known as JE. Again, the author of Deuter- 
onomy is called the Deuteronomist, or, more briefly, 
D ; and yet, again, the priestly writer is said to have 
written the Priest-Code, algebraically described as 
PC. Further, according to this theory, these thred 
writers were editors as well as authors, and all em- 
bodied in their narratives the information and the 
very expressions of earlier writers. And further, 
these three writers belong to distinct epochs in 
Jewish history. Thus the so-called prophetical 
author wrote (says this theory) more than six cen- 
turies after Moses, and the Deuteronomist wrote 
some eight centuries after Moses, and the priestly 
author wrote more than nine centuries after Moses. 
And be it observed that it was by this priestly 
writer that the First Chapter of Genesis was first 

B 2 
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written, and also about a half of Exodus, the whole 
of Leviticus, and five-sixths of Numbers. The scheme 
is even more complicated than I have stated. For, 
as Dr. Bissell* has pointedly said, * The Hexateuch 

* [the Pentateuch and Joshua, that ia], as analysed by 

* Wellhausen and the class of critics he represents, 

* may be formulated as follows : — JE + D + HG 
' + PC(Q) + R,' a formula convenient for reference, 
thinks Dr. Bissell. And this formula Dr. Bissell 
explains as follows : — ' The letters JE stand severally 
' for a Jehovist and an Elohist document, the former 
' beginning at Gen. 2. 4^ ; the latter at Gen. 20. 
'These are claimed to be the oldest documents in 
' the Bible ; but the question of their age is not 
' specially mooted. The germ of J is the so-called 

* Book of the Covenant (Exod. 20-23, 34), though 
' with this exception it is in the main an historical 

* work. It arose, it is said, in the period of the 
' earlier kings and prophets. E is a similar his- 
' torical work which, after circulating like its com- 
' panion document, separately for a time, — according 
' to Wellhausen each passed through three editions 
' in this separate form, — was united to J by the 

* Jehovist who also revised and edited to some exr 

* tent. D represents the legislative portions of Deu- 

* teronomy, originating in the eighteenth year of 

* king Josiah (b.c. 621), the chapters preliminary 

* The Pentateuchf its Origin and Structure, pp. 84, 85 ; a very aHe 
book on the subject. 
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* and following being added at a considerably later 

* period. HG (that is, HeUigkeits-gesetZy Law of Holi- 
' ness) is used for chaps. 17-26 of Leviticus, which 
' were composed^ it is maintained, at about the time 
.' of Ezekiel, although not by him. Q (quatiuyr 

* foederum liber) is the great historical and legislative 
' work beginning the Bible, and like. E peculiar in 
' its predominant use of Elohim as a name for God, 
' and embracing very nearly one half of the entire 

* Hexateuch. PC is the symbol for " Priest's Code," 
' the name given to Q after receiving, from time to 
' time, the various additions made to it, up to the 
' period of its completion subsequent to the Exile, 
' The letter R stands for Redactor, the person who 
' combined JE and D with PC. He is assumed to 
' have had the style of the document last named, and 

* to have done his work wholly in its spirit The 

* Hexateuch, having thus been brought essentially to 
' the form in which it is now found, was published 
' and introduced by Ezra (b.c. 466)/* Such is a 

* Dr. B. W. Bacon has expressed the above analysis in another way 
in Hebraica, Vol. IV., p. 216: * The prevailing theory/ he says, 'is the 

* Grrafian. Grafs followers, pre-eminent among whom are Kuenen and 

* Wellhausen, consider the " prophetic," so-called (JE), to be the older 
' of the two main sources of the Hexateuch. JE itself is composite, a 

* close amalgamation of two kindred narratives of Hebrew history. 

* J {drc. 800) and E (circ, 750) circulated for a time independently, 

* and were more or less modified. After the destruction of Ephraim 
' and the discovery of Deuteronomy (621), whose origin also must be 

* placed at about this period (660-621), J and E were united into 

* a closely-welded whole and soon after Deuteronomy, which had, 
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more elaborate statement of the Development Theory, 
.which suggests the query whether such minuteness 
of criticism is more worthy .of reverence or ridicule. 

However, for our purpose at the moment, it is suf- 
ficient to bear in mind that, according to the Deve- 
lopment Theory, the present Pentateuch consists of 
three portions, viz., the separate work of a prophet- 
ical writer, say of the time of Uzziah (who utilised 
earlier materials, written and oral), the separate 
work of the Deuteronomist, say of the time of Josiah 
(who also utilised earlier materials), and the separate 

* meantime, received an introduction and an appendix, were incor- 
'* porated. These two processes necessitated further interpolation and 

* modification, and for a considerable period 

' circulated as a well-rounded " prophetic " compilation. But with 

* the interruption of the cultus by the Exile began the process of 
' codification of the Levitical ritual law. Heretofore it had been 

* consuetudinary, tradition and the living praxis having sufficed for its 

* transmission. Ezekiel (chaps. 40-48) incorporated the new system 

* of a written Torah, which progressed during the Exile with the 

* formation of the code known as the Heiligkeits-gesetz, P^ (Lev. 

* 17-26) an antique body of laws midway in tone between Deuter- 

* onomy and the priestly legislation. It culminated in the priestly 

* code, P*. This great work drew from JE a sketch of the history 

* made from its own standpoint ; it incorporated and added to P*, and 

* was itself subsequently expanded by P^. Ezra introduced it as the 

* constitution of the post-Exilic hierarchical state. A final redactor, 
' K, combined P with JED at some time between Ezra's promulgation 
'thereof (466 b.c.) and the appearance of the Septuagint version 

* (circ. 280 B.C.). We might express the process by the formula : — 

Hexateuch = (i±5)±»±iZL±^^L^" 
Rje R* K 
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work of a priestly writer who wrote about the time 
of the Exile (and who also utilised various earlier 
writings), these three main portions being harmo- 
nised and blended by an accomplished editor, whd 
of course completed his work after the return fromi 
ExUe. 

How diverse these two theories — the Journal and 
the Development Theories— are, must be apparent! 
It must also be apparent what diverse views con- 
cerning the value of the Old Testament Law follow 
according as the one theory is held or the other^ 
It is the veracity of the Pentateuch which is at 
stake. It is the nature and manner of Revelation 
which hang in the balance. And must not Canon 
Gore, when he says in his i^ew preface to Lux 
Mundi that " our Christian Faith is not vitally 
aflTected by " such questions, have a curious concep- 
tion of " our Christian Faith " ? Why, on the Deve- 
lopment Theory the Books of the Law are fiction; 
founded on popular traditions centuries old, a sort* 
of religious novel. According to the Development 
Theory, Sinai and its Divine Voice are inventions) 
or, at best, folk-lore utilised ; the Tabernacle and 
its mercy-seat and cherubim, and the successive 
revelations given by God to Moses from the Mount' 
imd the Mercy-seat are inventions, or, at best, folk- 
lore utilised ; nay, the association with Moses of any 
portion of the so-called Mosaic legislation, with the 
single exception of a wavering predilection for mono- 
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theism, and the germuial moral code which subse- 
quently grew into the Decalogue, is the pious fraud 
of prophets when they happened to be dominant, 
and the pious fraud of priests when they happened 
to be in more favour than the prophets. 

The issue, as between the two theories in question, 
has been cautiously but clearly put in the current 
number of the Jewish Quarterly Review (for October 
1890). 'If Moses/ it is there said, 'were not the 
'author of the Pentateuch, some other person or 
'persons must have written in his name, with or 
'without his authority. If the Pentateuch were 
' actually written after the death of Moses, and with- 

* out his authority, but in the age of Moses, it was 
' not faithful history, and implies a desire to impose 

* upon the credulity of the people by the weight and 
'. veneration of a great name. If the Pentateuch were 
' committed to writing long after the death of Moses, 
'it deals with traditions, and its value and authen- 

* ticity are greatly diminished. In fact, the diflTerence 
*in the value of Scripture claiming to be contempo- 
'rary history, and of traditions reduced to writing, 

* consists in the ascertainment of the period at which 
!the traditions were reduced into writing. After the 
*^ lapse of long periods of time the difference of value 
'may be enormous. Contemporary events narrated 
' by an eye-witness may be truly and faithfully re- 
' corded. Events described after the lapse of centuries, 
' by writers who trusted to tradition or unauthentic 
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* records can hardly be regarded as trustworthy his- 

* toiy. If the death of Moses, and the reduction into 

* writing of the Laws of Moses were separated by 

* six or eight centuries, the value of the tradition is 
'relatively small. Thus the value and relative au- 
' thenticity of the Scriptures depend entirely on the 
' evidences of time of publication as well as of author- 

* ship.' Surely ; for let us make a supposition. Let 
us suppose that all we knew of our Lord Jesus Christ 
was gained from four books written by some unknown 
monk about the time of William the Conqueror ; now 
even supposing that modern critics were able to show 
us that those four books were manifestly built up of 
three strata, one written about the time of the arrival 
of Augustine in England, and another about the time 
of Egbert, and the third written about the time of 
Canute, would any sober-minded student of those 
four books pretend to any sound knowledge of the 
words and works of Jesus even, to say nothing of 
His claim to be the express revelation of the High- 
est ? Similarly what reliance could be placed upon 
the Books of Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers, and Deu- 
teronomy, if they were written a thousand years 
after the death of Moses, even though those four 
books contain some parts eight centuries old, or 
even six centuries old ? Colenso, be it remembered, 
frankly said : ' I believe that it will advance greatly 
'the criticism of the Pentateuch, and assist mate- 
' rially in the formation of a tru^ conception as to 
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^the civil and religious development of Israel, if 

* scholars will make up their minds to abandon alto- 
' gether the notion of the *' activity " of Moses, and 
' to regard the name as merely that of an imaginary 
^ leader of the people out of Egypt — a personage 

* quite as unhistorical as Romulus and Remus in the 
^ history of Rome, or as our own King Arthur/ * 

lY. 

Let me now speak of the Disproof of the 
Development Theory of the Origin of the 
Pentateuch. 

Two methods of reply have been used. These 
methods may be called the doctrinal method and the 
critical, or, in other words, the deductive method and 
the inductive. 

The doctrinal or deductive method confronts the 
Development Theory, which is hjrpothesis as yet, 
with truths which have passed beyond the stage of 
hjrpothesis, with truths which have become axio- 
matic, so to speak. This is a common and accredited 
method in all inquiry. Thus, for example, in theo- 
logy. Pantheism is denied because it conflicts with 
the consciousness of human freedom and with the 
consciousness of sin* And in biology a purely natu- 
ralistic evolution is denied because such a view of 

* Quoted by Dr. Sanrnel Ives Curtis, in Current Discussions in 
Theology, Vol. II., p. 30. 
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organisms contradicts the established law of Bio- 
genesis. Surely a legitimate method ! For how 
can any theory be received which belies a much mor6 
certain theory ? And must not less probable views 
ever give way before more probable views ? 

Now there are two beliefs, commonly held in all 
Christian churches, which make against the Develop- 
ment Theory of the Pentateuch. The Development 
Theory, when weighed in the balance, has been found 
wanting when either the Doctrine of Inspiration or 
the Doctrine of the Deity of Jesus has been placed 
in the other scale. 

For my part, I think there is force in both these 
objections. 

For instance, seeing that Moses was a prophet, let 
a careful examination be made into the prophetic 
inspiration. Then, when accurate information has 
been gained upon the nature and mode of the inspira- 
tion of men like Isaiah and Ezekiel, let the results 
be compared with the details of the Development 
Theory of the origin of the Law. This Development 
Theory will subsequently, I fancy, meet with little 
respect. 

And surely, too, the authority of our Lord is of 
peculiar importance in the discussion. For, as all 
parties are agreed, our Lord stated that the Penta- 
teuch was the work of Moses. Now, as Dr. Howard 
Osgood has well said : * To him who knows that Jesus 
' Christ is God, that His teaching is infallible, and 
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* that the New Testament is His Word, the supreme 

* argument against the theory which denies that the 
' Old Testament history is trustworthy, will always 

* be that Jesus and the whole New Testament teach, 
' in multiplied instances and in unmistakable terms, 
' that the Old Testament is true history, a correct 

* record, whose supreme and responsible author is 

* God.' On this point I cannot help siding with the 
late Canon Liddon. it seems to me to be a true tact 
which led Dr. Liddon to prefer disbelieving the Deve- 
lopment Theory to believing the fallibility of the 
knowledge of Jesus. When the adorable Word be- 
came flesh. He did not divest Himself wholly of His 
glory; He veiled it. If there was reserve in His 
speech there could not be ignorance ; and, as Divine 
power disclosed itself in His miracles, and as His 
ineffable majesty burst forth in the Transfiguration, 
so His Deity showed itself in His infallible know- 
ledge. What wisdom, for instance, there is in what 
our Lord does not say, as well as in His lightest 
word! Moreover, knowledge pertains to spirit, not 
to flesh, and, therefore, is not decision for the falli- 
bility of the knowledge of the Word made flesh, 
decision against the Deity of the Word ? 

However, indubitably, the better way to meet the 
Development Theory of the origin of the Pentateuch 
is to meet it on its own ground. The results sup- 
posed to be attained by criticism should be examined 
by criticism. 
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Let the line of reply to the Development Theory 
he now outlined. 

In the first 'place, the Development Theorists 
aver that, according to the twofold evidence of style 
and contents, there are three strata of laws in the 
Pentateuch, viz., the so-called Prophet Code (Exod. 
20-23, together with the repetition of pai-ts of 
Exod. 23 in Exod. 34. 17-26), the so-called Priest 
Code (Viz., the elaborated legal system contained in 
the rest of Exodus, in Leviticus, and in Numbers), 
and the Deuteronomist Code (the legal portions of 
Deuteronomy). As regards these three strata of 
laws I should frankly avow them, but I should 
object to the names by which they are called; 
seeing that, in my view, the first stratum is simply 
the first rough draft of the coming government, and 
the second stratum is the completed code, and the 
third stratum is a popular presentation of this code, 
made forty years after its promulgation, and ex- 
pressly adapted to the change from a nomad to a 
settled life. As I said in the Contemporanj Reviemy 
' The Journal Theorists allow that there are in the 

* Pentateuch three strata of laws, although they re- 

* gard these three strata as substantially belonging 

* to the same age in Israelitish history. The first 

* stratum was, in their view, given, as it assumes to 
' have been given, three months after the Exodus, 

* as the general conditions of national obedience in 
' the new covenant relations between Jehovah and 
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* the ransomed people. If the phrase may be allowed, 
' this first stratum of laws (Exod. 20-23) is the 
^ rough sketch of the coming theocratic government. 

* The second stratum of laws — the remaining legal 

* injunctions of Exodus, Leviticus, and Numbers — 

* were given by Jehovah to the Hebrews as the 
' permanent code of the theocratic rule in the wil- 

* demess. The third stratum (Deuteronomy) was a 
' popular presentation of this theocratic law^ made 
' fifty years after, and immediately prior to the 
' entrance into Canaan ; this Deutero-nomy, or second 
' law, showing, in many points, specific adaptations 

* in view of the passage from nomad to agricultural 
' life/ 

But, in the second pla^e, the Development Theorists 
assert that these three strata of laws are embedded 
in narratives, which, as again judged by the double 
lest of style and contents, disclose four authors and 
various revisers, these authors and editors belong- 
ing to difterent centuries. For, say these theorists, 
compare the styles of these several strata, — their 
vocabularies, their syntax, and their form, — and such 
a comparison makes it evident that these strata 
result from difierent centuries as well as different 
hands. Further, say these theorists, compare the 
contents of these three strata, and they are seen to 
contain such contradictions, anachronisms, and repeti- 
tions, such legendary material and such unhistorical 
statements, that these strata, on this evidence too, 
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must belong to diflFerent centuries as well as differ- 
ent hands. All which I should Jlatly deny. 

The reasoTis for such categorical denial are these : — 
On the one hand, advanced critics like Kuenen 
and Wellhausen themselves being witness, the evi- 
dence of language and style is both weak and 
omcertain, and cannot be relied on to prove different 
authors of different ages. Indeed, at the present 
stage of the controversy, but little is heard of the 
evidence of language and style. Comparatively little 
is heard of divergencies in phraseology, verbal ana- 
chronisms^ dual or triple or multiple repetitions 
of narrative, contradictions in phrase, and all the 
paraphernalia of literary criticism. The conflict con- 
cerning authorship has been transferred from the 
arena of literary to that of historical criticism. In 
this there is cause for thankfulness. The decisive 
iattle-ground has been at length recognised. By the 
minutiae of literary criticism, the most uncertain of 
weapons, no sure issue was likely to be reached. 
Wellhausen was quite right when he said, pungently 
enough, it is true, and in a different figure, that, in 
all this by-play of literary criticism, "the firemen 
never came near the spot where the conflagi'ation 
raged." And Wellhausen was also right when he 
added, that " it is only within the region of religious 
antiquities and dominant religious ideas that the 
controversy can be brought to a definite issue." A 
revolution in method has taken place. From the 
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minor and inconclusive questions as to literary ex- 
pression and style and method, critics have turned 
of late to the more serious and decisive questions 
as to the Revealed or Evolutionarj^ character of the 
Law itself. From form they have turned to matter; 
from style to contents ; from mode to fact.* As 
Kuenen puts the matter — *' The comparison between 
the contents of the several codes naturally yields the 
more positive and definite results." 

On the other hand, as regards the alleged contra- 
dictions, anachronisms, and repetitions, I should show 
that, after careful examination, ninety per cent <rf 
them are neither contradictions, nor anachronisms, 
nor repetitions, and that as for the remaining tithe, 
half are just those doubtful cases, due to the great 
age of the documents, which may be equally well 
explained on either theory, and the other half may 
be readily explained on the theory of a later con- 
servative revision. 

Here let two provisoes be interpolated for the sake 
of clearness. 

The first proviso is this, — ^that we are dealing with 
the four books of the Pentateuch, from Exodus on, 
and we are not dealing with the Book of Genesis. 
As to the Book of Genesis, I hold that the facts 
accumulated by the Higher Critics warrant the 
following conclusions, as I have argued at length in 

* See mj Inspiratiim of the Old Testament, 2iid edit., pp. 271, 272« 
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my Congregational Lecture : — ^Firstly, Gtenesis shows 
manifest traces of a post-Mosaic revision of its con- 
tents, a revision, however, of a very respectful and 
conservative nature ; secondly, Genesis received its 
substantial form from a writer who distinctly prefers 
the name of Jehovah for the Supreme Being ; thirdly, 
this Jehovistic writer, in composing his work, utilised 
the pre-existing materials which had been got to- 
gether by a previous writer who preferred the name 
Elohim for Deity; fourthly, this Elohistic writer 
very probably laid earlier sources, both oral and 
written, under contribution; fifthly, there is strong 
reason for believing that Moses himself was the 
Jehovistic writer; and, sixthly, if any one should 
feel inclined to say that the Elohistic writing was 
abo the work of Moses^ I should see no insuperable 
objections to the statement in the facts manifested 
in Genesis itself, with one proviso. K Moses were the 
Elohist as well^ he must have penned his Elohistic 
document at a suiBcient time before the events at 
Sinai to account for the change of literary style, as 
well as of religious standpoint. The composite struc- 
ture of Genesis, in short, I hold to be proved ; the 
composite structure of the remaining four books of 
the Law I hold to require proof. 

The second proviso is this, — that there is distinct 
evidence of a revision of the whole Pentateuch, such 
revision having been undertaken to render these five 
books intelligible to the Jews of the days subsequent 
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to the Exile, and undertaken certainly by Ezra, if 
not by the successive schools of the prophets. Let 
the evidence for such a revision of the Book of 
Genesis, for example, be cited. Good grounds have 
been seen for believing that here and there Genesis 
has been touched up, so to speak, modernised, by a 
later reviser or revisers, occasional elucidations hav- 
ing been introduced into the text, where expressions 
were liable to be either ill-conceived or misunder- 
stood. There are frequent instances of these illustra- 
tive interpolations in Genesis. Amongst them are, it 
would seem, the following: — '*And Abram moved 
his tent and came and dwelt by the oaks of Mamre 
[which are in Hebron'}, and built there an altar unto 
the Lord " ;* « The king of Bela [the same is Zoar] " ;t 
** All these joined together in the vale of Siddim [the 
same is the Salt Sea] " ;{ " And they returned, and 
came to En-Mishpat [the same is Kadesh] " ; § " the 
vale of Shaveh [the same is the King's Dale] " ; || 
*' Wherefore the well was called Beerlahai-roi [behold, 
it is between Kadesh and Bered] " ; IT " And Abraham 
called the name of the place Jehovah-Jireh [as it is 
said to this day, in the Mount of the Lord it shall be 
seen] ";** " And Sarah died in Kirjath-Arba [the same 
is Hebron] " ;tt " And after this Abraham buried 
Sarah his wife, in the cave in the field of Machpelah 

* Gen. 13. 18. f ^. 14. 2. * 3, 14. 3. 

§ 3. 14. 7. II i5. 14. 17. 1 3, 16. 14. 

** 3. 22. 14. Here probably the whole verse is an interpolation, 
tt ^. 23. 2. 
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before Mamre [the same is Hebron], in the land of 
Canaan " ; * "And Eachel died and was buried in the 
way of Ephrath [the same is Bethlehem'] " ; f " And 
when the inhabitants of the land, the Canaanites, 
saw the mourning in the floor of Atad, they said. 
This is a grievous mourning to the Egyptians, where- 
fore the name of it was called Abel-Mizraim [which 
is beyond Jordan].*' t I^ i* ^ somewhat uncertain 
whether the additions in chap. 14 are, or are not, 
by the author of Genesis himself, do not the rest 
suggest, upon their face, that they are the elucida- 
tions of a reviser? Evidence of a similar kind of 
revision is also aflbrded by the books subsequent to 
Genesis. Nevertheless, if this be so, the work of 
this reviser — whether Samuel or Ezra, whether some 
prophet or priest, whether some school of prophets 
or assembly of priests — was apparently of a very 
circumscribed kind. All the data available point 
to a revision as conservative as respectful § If 
this proviso of a later revision be objected to, be it 
remembered I am only asking for one reviser, say 
Ezra, whereas the Development Theorists ask for at 
least three. 

Yet again, in substantiation of my denial of the 
position of the Development Theorists, I should em- 
phasise the minutely historical character of the Books 

* Gen. 23. 19. f ^' 35. 19. t lb. 50. 11. 

§ See my Inspiration of the Old Testament Inductively considered^ 
2nd edit., pp. 224, 225. 

C 2 



Digitized 



by Google 



36 The Battle of the Standpoints. 

of the Law. That is to say that, with respect to the 
alleged unhistorical character of the contents of these 
books, I should flatly deny this too, and should appeal 
to that historical substantiation, to which almost daily 
accessions are made, by physical science, by ethno- 
logy, by philology, and by archaeology. For what 
Dr. W. H. Green has so well said concerning Genesis 
is equally true of the following books : ' The narrative 
' is absolutely unique. It stands alone among all the 
' records of antiquity in preserving in its primitive 
' purity the true knowledge of God, in its freedom 
' from grotesque, mythological conceits, and in pre- 
' senting a truly rational account, and one which is 
' strikingly confirmed in its main outlines at least, 
' if not in all its details, by modem scientific re- 
' search, as no similar document of antiquity can 

* pretend to be, in relation to the origin of the 
' world, the unity of the human race, the primeval 

* history of mankind and the filiation of nations.' * 

* Hebraicat vol. v., p. 138 ; compare my Inspiration of the Old 
Testament Inductively consideredy Jiecture II. Here let me add that 
any student of the Bible anxious to have a clear and full statement 
of the facts upon which this Pentateuchal question turns cannot do 
better than refer to the remarkable series of papers in Hehraica 
treating of " the alleged facts and considerations of the Pentateuchal 
Analysis," presented and criticised by Professors Harper, of Yale 
(in favour of Wellhausen's views), and Green, of Princeton (against). 
These papers commenced in October 1888, and are still continuing. 
I have personally read these papers with the extremest care, and see 
no reason for changing, but for holding more firmly the views here 
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V. 

Further, besides the destructive criticism of the 
Development Theory, — one side may seem strong 
till the other is heard, — there is the Constructive 

CRITICISM, WHICH MAKES FOR THE JOURNAL THEORY. 

For example, the Books of Exodus, Leviticus, Num- 
bers, and Deuteronomy certainly appear to claim, 
that they are records contemporary with the events 
they describe, and suggest by express passages that 
they were written by Moses. 

At very different times in the course of the narra- 
tive Moses is described, directly or indirectly, as 
committing part of his life-story to writing. These 
express references to a committal to writing have a 
cumulative character. Thus, almost at the outset of 
his career as leader, after the discomfiture of Amalek, 
we read of Moses writing, by Divine command, his 
experience of the notable event " in a book " : " And 
the Lord said unto Moses, Write this for a memorial 
in a book " (the Hebrew reads " in the book ").* 
Again, on arrival at Sinai Moses perpetuates the 
covenant by inserting its details in a book : ** And 
Moses wrote all the words of the Lord,"f these words 
including, at least, the Ten Commandments of the 
twentieth chapter, and the additional statutes con- 
tained in the three following chapters. Yet again, 

♦ Exod. 17. H. ^ lb, 24. 3-7. 
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a n II . . . I ' 

after the long years of wandering, the fact is sig- 
nalised that Moses made a written record of the 
various halting-places of the sojourn in the Wilder- 
ness : " And Moses wrote their goings out according 
to their journeys by the commandment of the Lord."* 
And yet again, just before his death, Moses is said to 
have given permanent form to his parting words of 
reminiscence and prospect by writing them in a book, 
which is expressly called " the book of the Law," and 
which he explicitly commanded should be carefully 
preserved : "And it came to pass, when Moses had 
made an end of writing the words of this law in a 
book, until they were finished, that Moses commanded 
the Levites, which bear the ark of the covenant of 
the Lord, saying. Take this book of the law, and put 
it by (or in) the side of the ark of the covenant of 
the Lord your God," &c.t In view of such a series 
of statements, is it wholly unreasonable to regard 
Moses, as the Journal Tlieorists do, as having writ- 
ten again and again in one book, rather than in 
many, especially remembering that a book exists 
which contains, amongstjother things, all the details 
cited ?t 

Again, the style and contents of these four books 
show but one hand (although there appear to be 
occasional interpolated explanations by a later re- 
viser). In fact, throughout these books there is a 

* Num. 33. 2-49. f I>eut. 31. 24-26. 

J See my Inspiration, 2nd edit., p. 257. 
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singular unity ^ an unstudied hut palpable mainte- 
nance everywhere of the diary form, there is every- 
where a matter-of-factness in reflecting the life of 
the Israelites in Egypt and in the Wilderness. 

I once more quote the evidence as given in my 
Congregational Lecture : ' In evidence of this diary- 

* method of construction, let the observant reader 

* note the entire arrangement of material from the 

* beginning, or nearly the beginning, of Exodus to the 

* close of Deuteronomy. Certainly, supposing these 
' books to have been written in journal fashion, they 

* could not have been more vivid or less prescient. 
' Event follows event with no order but that of time. 

* Commands given at one moment are completed soon 
' afterwards. If the narrative is often inexplicable 
' without knowledge of what has gone before, it is 
' never inexplicable for the want of information which 
' is given subsequently ; although occasionally, it is 
' true, what one day brings another day explains. 

* Everywhere the objective order of events appears ; 

* nowhere the subjective order of author. If a Divine 
' injunction is given in one spot and at one junctme, 
' its record appears in the story of that place and 
' hour. These books, in fact, are no more divisible 
' than a journal. Exodus is not all history : Leviticus 

* is not all law ; Numbers has as much legislation as 

* census ; Deuteronomy repeats quite as much of the 

* events of the Wilderness as of its laws. The charac- 

* teristics of a diary appear everywhere. Everywhere 
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* law and life, revelation and history, are fused. As 

* we read we are made eye-witnesses of the events in 
' Egypt, law being already interwoven with narrative 

* in the first institution of the Passover.* From Egypt 
' we pass to Sinai, the covenant at Sinai being de- 

* scribed in full detail, as well as the injunctions given 
' at Sinai concerning the future priesthood and the 
' future place of worship.f On the breach of the cove- 
' nant, by the rebellion and idolatry of the people, the 
' covenant is mercifully renewed ;| and then, in strict 

* accord with the injunctions previously given, the 
' Tabernacle and its furniture, the Priesthood and its 
' attire, are prepared for actual service. § Here there 
' occurs a strong point for the Journal Theory. What 

* author writing, after the event, would have inserted 
' the minute and tautologous repetition of the injunc- 
' tions previously given concerning the Tabernacle 
' and its ministrants, which is found in these last 

* chapters of Exodus ? Then immediately follow — 
' although our modem division of books somewhat 

* conceals the immediateness — ^the laws of the several 

* sacrifices spoken by Jehovah from the newly-erected 
' Mercy-seat. II After an interval, in which the cere- 

* monial of the consecration of the priesthood is both 
' ordained and executed (the record of the consecra- 
' tion of the Tabernacle had been given at the close 
' of Exodus), a variety of supplementary laws, also 

♦ Exod. 12—13. 16. t ^- 19- 1—31. 18. J lb. 32. 1—34. 35. 
§ 3. 35. 1—40. 38. II Lev. 1—7. 38. 
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' announced by Jehovah from the recently-constructed 
' Mercy-seat, is catalogued from chapter to chapter to 
' the close of Leviticus. Then, after all these laws, 
' ceremonial, constitutional, civil, and criminal, have 

* been announced by Jehovah at Sinai, whether in the 
' Mount of Vision or from the Propitiatory of the 
' Tabernacle, preparations are next made, we read, 
' for the departure from the scene of so much express 

* revelation ; the tribes are grouped ;* a few addi- 

* tional laws are given ; t the oflFerings of the princes 

* at the Dedication of the Tabernacle are described 

* (as an after-thought, so to speak); % yet again addi- 
^ tional laws are appended concerning the holy 
' lamps ; § the Levites are solemnly set apart for 
'their duties ;|| and the Feast of the Passover is 

* renewed.! If all this is not the order of fact, it 
' is the order of very clumsy writing. At length 
' the departure from Sinai to Moab takes place, and 
' the several events which happened in the steppes 
' of Moab are chronologically recorded.** Various 

* supplementary laws are still given from time to time 

* to meet new emergencies, the rebellion of Korah, for 
' example, giving rise to new laws concerning the 
' priesthoodtt, the injunctions concerning the partition 
' of the Land of Promise generating the laws as to the 

* cities of refuge, J{ the incident as to the daughters of 

* Num. 1—4. 49. f ^. 5. 1—6. 27. J lb, 7. 1-89. 

§ lb, 8. 1-4. II lb, 8. 5-26. % lb, 9. 1-14. 

** lb, 10. 11—36. 13. tt J^' 18. 1—19. 22. Jt -^. 35. 9-34. 
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* Zelophehad originating a new law of female inherit- 
' ance,* Again passing on, still in the strict order of 
' events, to the last month of the fortieth yeat of the 
' Exodus, three successive farewell addresses of Moses 

* are recorded,t and the last is heard of the great 
'leader — his resignation of headship,! his swan- 

* song,§ the announcement of his death, || his dying 
' blessing,! whilst as a brief epilogue to the entire 
' preceding narrative, a subsequent hand, perhaps 
' Joshua's, perhaps Samuel's, perhaps Ezra's, has com- 
' pleted the autobiography by the shortest and most 

* colourless statement of the death of Moses.** From 

* beginning to end of these four books, numerous 

* circumstantial details, the subtlest transitions, the 

* most improbable if not the most natural characteri- 

* sations of time, the frankest freedom and the most 

* transparent ease, all give point to the Journal 

* Theory. As has been said, possibly the best argu- 
' ment for the Journal Theory would be a consecutive 
' and attentive reading (at one sitting say, or two), 
' from the beginning of Exodus to the close of Deuter- 
' onomy. By such a reading the most lively impres- 
' sion of imity and contemporaneousness is produced, 

* which no pedantry can destroy. Facts may so read ; 
' romance never. The evidence which can destroy 
' this impression of veracity must be sure indeed. 

* Num. 36. 1-12. 

t Deut. 1. 3—4. 43 ; 4. 44—26. 19 ; 27. 1—30. 20. 

t lb. 31. 1-15. § lb. 31. 16—32. 47. || lb. 32. 48-52. 

f lb. 33. 1-29. *♦ lb. 34. 1-12. 
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' The art that can conceal such art is itself miracu- 
' lous. Not Defoe, Cervantes, or Swift, has produced 
' anything parallel. The Passage of the Red Sea is 

* told in as straightforward and naked a manner as 
^ the journeying from Elim to Rephidim. The Ten 
' Plagues are recorded without a note of exclamation. 
' Divine commands or appearances seem no more to 
' the author than the most commonplace occurrences 
' of the march. On the supposition that a contem- 
' porary was writing what his eyes had seen and his 
' ears had heard, this matter-of-fact, this photographic, 
' narration is intelligible. If these books be ima- 
' ginative, the product of the genius of long sub- 

* sequent days, they stand alone in the literature of 
' the world for fictitious naturalness and ideal reality. 
' To tell such marvels in so non-marvelling a manner 
' seems impossible unless the marvels be true.* In 

* this instance also the Bible itself is the best reply to 
' attacks upon the Bible.' 

Further, the entire series of later booJcs of the 
Old Testament has, as a background, as the books 
themselves clearly shoiUy the very political, social, 
and religious life which these four books describe, 
while references innuTnerable are made therein both 
to facts in history and details in legislation which 
are recorded in these books. The evidence is, of 
course, very full, and cannot be presented even 

* Compare Eogers, Superhuman Origin of the Bible, ^c, Lecture VI. 
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summaxily here. Part of the evidence will be found 
in my Congregational Lecture.* 

And further, the series of adjustments which the 
advocates of the Mosaic authorship have compelled 
the advocates of the non-Mosaic authorship to make 
are not without their value as evidence. These 
adjustments are instructive, for in many cases they 
are a manifest squeezing of facts to fit a theory, 
where a truly scientific method would be to frame 
a theory to fit the facts. Let me barely outline 
some of these adjustments. 

" Genesis, we aver, is a compilation of two docu- 
ments, an Elohist and Jehovist document," said the 
Decomposition-Critics about the beginning of this 
century. But, it was objected, no mere compilation 
could have produced such -a book. "Allow us to 
amend our theory," replied the Decomposition- Critics, 
" and permit us to say that Genesis, so far from being 
a mere compilation of two works, is a new and much 
enlarged edition of one man's work (the Elohist) by 
a second (the Jehovist)." But, it was objected, why 
speak of Genesis only, why not extend this process 
to all the Books of the Law ? " Why not, indeed," 
replied the Decomposition-Critics, " allow us to amend 
our theory again, and say that the whole Law, as 
well as Genesis, is the result of a supplementing by 
the Jehovist of the document of the Elohist." But, 

* pp. 276-313, 2nd edit. 
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again it was objected, so uniform a Book as Deuter- 
onomy could not have been the product of such a pro- 
cess. " You are quite right," said the Decomposition- 
Critics, " we will again amend our theory and say that 
the Pentateuch is a supplementing by the Jehovist of 
two original works, written, one by the Elohist, and 
the other by the Deuteronomist." But, it was again 
objected, the sections attributed to the Jehovist some- 
times contained the name of Elohim, and sometimes 
showed the style of the Elohist. "Again you are 
right," say the Decomposition-Critics, " we will amend 
our theory once more, and say that there are two 
Elohistic documents, an earlier and a later." But, yet 
again it was objected, perhaps the order of writing is 
not Elohist, Deuteronomist, Jehovist. " There is no 
perhaps in the question," said the Decomposition- 
Critics, "allow us to amend our theory; we now 
desire to consider that writer as the latest whom we 
formerly considered the earliest, and we now declare 
the order of writing to be Jehovist, Deuteronomist, 
Elohist." But, it was once more objected, there are 
facts which will not square with this view. " There- 
fore, we will amend our theory again," said the De- 
composition-Critics, " manifestly it is too simple ; let 
us make it more complicated, and express our belief 
that the Jehovist writing shows traces of three 
hands at least, and the Deuteronomist writing shows 
traces of three hands at least, and the Elohist writ- 
ing shows traces of three hands at least." But, it 
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was yet again objected, if the Elohist wrote the 
Book of the Law about the year 400 B.C., it is im- 
possible to explain how Elohistic terms and practices 
occur in the Book of Joshua, written, say, about 
1400 B.C. "Then," said the Decomposition-Critics, 
" we declare the Book of Joshua not to have been 
written prior to 400 B.C." But, it was again objected, 
there are Psalms expressly attributed to David, and 
yet in these Davidic Psalms, written, say, about 
B.C. 1000, there are evident references to the Elo- 
histic sections of the Law, said to have been written 
before B.C. 400. "Under the exigencies of our theory," 
replied the Decomposition-Critics, '* we will deny that 
any Psalms whatever were written by David." How 
amusing it would all be, if it were not so lamentable. 
The latest adjustment I know of comes from Dr. 
Kuenen. In the old edition of his Introduction to 
the Old Testament, published at Leiden in 1863, 
Dr. Kuenen gave the date of the prophecy of Joel 
as about 860 B.C. ; but the Book of Joel contains refer- 
ences of a Elohistic kind, and consequently, in his 
edition published last year. Dr. Kuenen says that 
Joel was written after, rather than before, the year 
400 B.C. Nor has criticism, I imagine, finished its 
adjustments yet. Nay, I believe, with that talented 
man, Professor Strack of Berlin, that "in spite of 
the great popularity which the views of Graf and 
Wellhausen enjoy at the present time, I am, never- 
theless, persuaded that an essential change in the 
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previous treatment of the history of Israel, and 
especially of the activity of Moses, will not exist 
permanently."* Nay, I go further than Dr. Strack, 
for he somewhat qualifies this statement of his ; in 
my view criticism, imder the stress of criticism, will 
presently complete the circle, and avow, as a further 
adjustment, that the Pentateuch was written by 
Moses after all. 

And further, in judging the validity of the argu- 
ments produced by the Development Theorists, the 
suspicion will enter that the real objection to the 
Pentateiuch taken by these critics is objection to its 
contents — to its express revelation, its miracle, its 
many aspects of gracious Divine concern with human 
affairs ; and so we return to the point from which 
vje started, The Battle of the Standpoints. 

The Rationalists of the last century everyivhere 
assumed that a historical document which relied 
upon mira,cle or prediction was ipso facto untrust- 
worthy; is there not some initial objection to the 
supernatural at the foundation of modem criticism ? 
Every student of human nature must have observed 
how readily, in this mysterious and complex world, 
large numbers of facts can always be made to ally 
themselves on the side of any hypothesis which 
momentarily commends itself; is there not in the 
minds of some critics some concealed prepossession 

* Einleitung in das Alte Testament y NSrdlingen, 1888. 
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which unconsciously influences the selection of " the 
facts which illustrate"? Has not Darwinism^ in 
theology as well as in biology, top often its roots 
in dislike of the idea of Divine interference ? 
Hengstenberg made a collection of incidental de- 
clarations, in which the opponents of the Journal 
Theory betrayed or confessed that their pi^ de 
resistance was an initial disaffection towards the 
supernatural ; might not that collection be startlingly 
completed to date? Thus Dr. Kuenen, one of the 
greatest champions of the Development Theory, 
whilst apparently resting the proof of his position 
upon an analysis of the style and contents of the 
Books of the Law, frankly says, in defining his 
standpoint, that the religion of Israel is to him one 
of the principal religions of the world, "nothing 
less and nothing more " ; that, although " this can- 
not be admitted by those who derive the Jewish 
and Christian religions from special Divine revela- 
tions, and all other forms from human invention, 
. . . impartial criticism" remembers that the belief 
in the supernatural origin of fdiths " is by no means 
exclusively characteristic of Israelites and Christians ; 
they hold it in common with the adherents of many, 
nay, of most other forms of religion, Zarathustra, 
Sakya-Mouni, and Mahomet passing among their 
followers for envoys of the God-head"; and that 
" no one can expect or require ... a complete de- 
monstration of the right of the modem as opposed 
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to the ecclesiastical view; . . . we have outgrown 
the belief of our ancestors.*** Moreover, to this 
sufficiently distinct utterance Kuenen, in an article 
in the Modem Review, has added a clearer utter- 
ance still, avowing his total lack of sjonpathy with 
what axe commonly understood as evangelical views. 
Similarly Kalisch, another advocate of the Develop- 
ment Theory, having eulogised "the fearless and 
penetrating investigations of Darwin, Huxley, and 
Lyell," expresses " the hope . . . that he has aided, 
however humbly and modestly, in supporting, by 
arguments derived from his special department of 
study, the philosophical ideas which all genuine 
science at present seems eager to establish " ; declares 
the Biblical cosmogony to be " grand and sublime,** 
but '' erroneous and unscientific '* ; speaks of miracles 
as ** absolutely opposed to our notions of the uni- 
verse, ... at once impossible and incredible"; 
asserts ''human supplications, sacrifices, fasting, or 
any other form of devotion or asceticism'' to be 
powerless "to exercise an infiuence on the course 
of events or on the destiny of men " ; finds Divine 
revelation to " precisely coincide with human know- 
ledge and wisdom " ; and defines inspiration as 
"nothing but the intellectual or moral elevation of 
man himself striving to rise to the utmost greatness 
and purity of his nature." t Even Colenso, commonly 

*• The Religion of Btael, translated by May, Vol. I., Introduction, 
t Leviticus, Vol. I., Essay 1, sect. 25. 
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so cautious in the statement of his ultimate views^ 
does not shrink from writing: — 'Perhaps the most 
' important result of the criticism of the Pentateuch 

* is this, that it strikes a death-blow at the whole 

* system of priestcraft, which has mainly been based 
' upon the notion that the Levitical laws . . . were 

* really of Mosaic, or rather of Divine, origin ; we 

* have now seen that these laws are all without ex- 

* ception the product of a very late age ; • . . but 
' with the priesthood, comes to the ground also the 
' whole ritualistic system, with its multitude of sacri- 
^ fioes, expressly contrived, not merely for the relief 

* of the burdened conscience .of the sinner, but for 
' the benefit of the priest : let it not be said that 
' these all, with the sprinkling of the blood, point to 
' the blood of Christ as a lamb without blemish and 
' without spot; with our present knowledge of the 
' time and manner in which the later legislation 

* originated, it is impossible to believe this/* In 
like manner, when speaking incidentally of the his-* 
torical allusions in Deuteronomy, the able translator 
of Ewald's History of Israel writes : — ' They are of 
i that explicit and detailed character which betrays 

* the fact that they are written after the event, and 
^ that the name of Moses^ as speaker, is simply used 
' by the anonymous writer as Merlin, Solomon, 
' Ossian, &;c., in other literatures/f Frankly enough, 

♦ The Pentateuch and Book ofjoshtia, Part vi^ pp. 631, 636, 637. 
t Eussell Martineau, article on the " Legislation of the Pentateuch,** 
in the Theological Review for 1872. 
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also, Graf, the originator of the modem phase of the 
Development Theory of the composition of the Penta- 
teuch, at the very outset of his inquiry, put his 
standpoint thus : — ' The reply to the question in 
^ what particular epoch ... we regard the Mosaic 
' legislation, as it now lies before us, to have been 
'- completed, really amounts to this, whether, in 

* accordance with nature and analogy, we shall re- 
' gard it as an evidence and a result of a gradual 
^ development proceeding out of a fruitful germ, or 
' as a thing completed at the first and lying at the 

* base of every further development ' ; * and Graf 
decides for the former view. With one additional 
instance let these instructive citations close. Well- 
hausen, with whom the modem phase of the De- 
velopment Theory is popularly associated, has him- 
self told us how 'he left the theological faculty at 
' Greifswald of his own accord in the consciousness 

* of no longer standing quite on the basis of the 

* Evangelical Church and of Protestantism/ f True, 
a few of the upholders of this latest phase of the 
Development Theory are adherents of the Church 
Catholic, but the issue of opinions is not always seen 
at once; and the fact remains that the leaders in 
this momentous change of view upon the Law and 
the Prophets are, for the most part, advocates of a 

♦ Die geschichtlichen Bucher des A. 71, p. 1. 

t SchaflTs Encyclopadia of Living Divines^ under the heading of 
"Julius Wellhausen," 

B 2 
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naturalistic evolution of the Christian and Hebrew 
Scriptures. Is it wholly unreasonable to judge a 
theory by its postulates and consequences? 

Stated then, with all possible brevity, the argument 
for the Journal Theory of the origin of the Boohs of 
the Law would be cumulative, and would rwth as 
follows — I abbreviate from my article in the Gon- 
temporary Review : — 

1. The Journal Theorists allow that there are in 
the Pentateuch three strata of laws ; but they regard 
these strata as practically contemporaneous. 

2. The Journal Theorists deny that three strata are 
visible in the narrative portions of the Pentateuch as 
a whoK 

3. In, Genesis, however, some of them see, both in 
style and contents, traces of a composite structure, 
which they explain by saying that its author, Moses, 
used earlier materials of various kinds. 

4. But in the narrative, from almost the beginning 
of Exodus to within* a few verses of the dose of 
Deuteronomy, they see only one htod-^the hand of . 
Moses. 

6. As for the anachronisms cited by the Develop- 
ment Theorists as necessitating a, late date of com- 
position, the Journal Theorists regard them as for 
the most part exaggerated, although a small part of 
these anachronisms also bear witness to a subsequent 
revision of an explanatory but very conservative 
nature. 
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6. Further, the Journal Theorists point out how 
strikingly the chronological order of events is main- 
tained from the commencement of Exodus to the 
close of Deuteronomy. 

7. And further, they call attention to the historicid 
character of the entire contents of these Books of the 
Law, a character which receives accessions of evidence 
daily from many branches of research. 

8. Yet again, the Journal Theorists remark on the 
simplicity of their theory, and insist that the diffi- 
culties which might be expected in a document of so 
ancient a date, may be as readily explained on this 
simple theory of the Mosaic authorship as on the very 
elaborate Development Theory. 

9. Still the Journal Theorists quite see how — ^if 
the possibility of miracle is denied, and especially 
that form of miracle which -is seen in supernatural 
revelation to the prophets of the Old Testament — ^it 
is impracticable to regard these books as veracious, 
and how, if these books are to have any practical 
value, they must be ascribed to many men and 
different ages. 

10. And yet again, the Journal Theorists cannot 
but add that, in their view, these books (excluding 
Genesis) claim to have been contemporary with the 
events they describe, and suggest by express state- 
ments that they were written by Moses. 

11. Further, the entire series of later books of the 
Old Testament seems to the Journal Theorists to have. 
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as a back-ground, the very political, social, and re- 
ligious life which, these Books of the Law describe, 
while references innumerable are made therein to 
both facts in history and details in legislation which 
are recorded in these books. 

12» Nor do the Journal Theorists see how they can 
do otherwise than emphasise the niunberless adjust- 
ments which the Development Theory has neces- 
sitated. 

13. Yet again, as the Journal Theorists cannot but 
point out, the Lord Jesus and His disciples manifestly 
regarded these Books of the Law as Mosaic 

14. And yet again, the Jewish tradition has been 
almost unanimous as to the Mosaic authorship. 

15. And lastly, and possibly most important of all, 
the interrelations between the Law and the New 
Testament — interrelations beyond the power of men 
to devise — show that the revelations recorded in the 
Law have about them the signs of a Divine author- 
ship; for being beyond the comprehension of any 
pre-Christian man, whether priest or prophet; they 
are also beyond the productive power of any pre- 
Christian man. The evidence is large, and can- 
not be even illustrated here. Those interested in 
the question will find some of the evidence given in 
the Sixth Lecture of my Inspiration of the Old 
Testament 
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VL— CONCL USIONS. 

From all that I have said, and, let me add, from 
the studies of many years, I draw the following 
conclusions : — 

First, the burden of proof manifestly lies with 
those who deny the Mosaic authorship of the Books 
of the Law. I say so because of the almost unbroken 
tradition, amongst both Jews and Christians, as to 
the Mosaic authorship. The Churches of Christ are 
not bound to disprove every theory that men frame 
on religious questions; they are only bound to re- 
ceive every theory which is proven. 

Secondly, the time has surely come for a recon- 
sideration of the entire facts upon which the con- 
troversy turns. Philosophy, for instance, perplexed 
by the gigantic systems of German thought, built 
apparently upon the same Kantian premises^ of 
Fichte, Schelling, and Hegel, has been compelled, 
to say, "Back to Kant," and even further. "Back 
to nature" is the advice given to the painter who 
has become untrue through excessive imaginings. 
" Back to facts " is wise counsel when hypotheses, 
many and minute, have blunted the edge of the 
judgment. So, too, ** Back to the facts, add to your 
theories verification," seems to be the only way 
of wisdom for modern criticism; let speculation 
give way to observation ; let the facts of the Pen- 
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tateuch be carefully studied in the light of all that 
has been said by critics of various schools ; and let 
nothing whatever be accepted as truth which the 
facts themselves, critically weighed, will not warrant. 
Instead of reading the &cts in the light of the 
theory, let us reverse the process, and read the theory 
in the light of the facts. After so many advocates 
have said their say for and against, oh, for a judicial 
mind to sum up the controversy. " To the Law and 
to the Testimony." 

Thirdly, I am firmly convinced that the Develop- 
ment Theorists must meet their opponents with a 
little mxyre fairness. The whole controversy turns 
upon the alleged existence of anachronisms, contra- 
dictions, repetitions, and romancings in different 
parts of the Pentateuch, which demonstrate, it is 
said, the work of different writers of very different 
historical surroundings. Now the large proportion 
of these anachronisms, contradictions, repetitions, 
and romancings have^ as has been pointed out 
again and again, no foundation in fact, or, to speak 
more mildly, may be equally well explained on one 
theory as the other. The fiEtcts relied on must be 
cruciaL 

I therefore venture to renew my challenge of 
last April* to the English adherents of the Develop- 
ment Theory of the authorship of the Pentateuch 

♦ Contemporary Beview, p. 551, 
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(which has not yet been taken up), and to ask that, 
without any appeal to authority other than the 
authority of facts, they would do the religious world 
the favour of stating — 

In the first place, the anachronisms upon which, 
after all that has been written on the other side, 
they think the theory of the composite authorship 
and late date of the Pentateuch may be based ; 

In the second place, the contradictions in the 
Pentateuch which, in their view, demand a compo- 
site theory of authorship ; 

In the third place, those parts of the Pentateuch 
which have been, in their view, proven to be unr 
historical; 

In the fourth place, the interpretation they sug- 
gest of the constantly recurring words of the Law 
" Jehovah said " (unto Moses, Aaron, &c.) ; and 

In the last place, criticising the antagonistic theory 
as well as constructing their own, the grounds of 
their disbelief in the Journal Theory of authorship 
of Exodus, Leviticus, and Numbers. 

May I add, with all modesty, and yet with all 
firmness, that all that has been written of serious 
importance upon these several points I think I 
know ? And, knowing, I dare confidently to assert 
that the Development Theory of the authorship of 
the Pentateuch is non-proven. However elaborate 
the theory be, it is still hypothesis. The tradition 
of the Church of Christ upon the Book of the 
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Jjaw of Moses is unshaken. If the English advo- 
cates of the Development Theory have new facts, 
or new arrangements of facts, to produce, let them 
produce them. 
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